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To THE 


Dueen's moſt Excellent Majeſty 


MAD AM, 


| LL good Men who have any Sence of Religion, any 

Concern for the true Intereſt of their Native Country, 

/ \ or any Duty or Gratitude ro Your Majeſty, (the great 

protector under Heaven of all our Rights and Liberties, 

on whoſe Happineſs, long Life and Proſperity, not only England, 

but Europe do ſo much depend) muſt all agree in their hearty 

Wiſhes and Endeavours for that Peace and Union ſo graciouſly re - 

commerided by Your Majeſty from the Throne, however it may be 

their Misfortune to differ amongſt themſelves about the Means to 
attain it, | 


The World hath lately receiv'd the Opinion of a Learved Gen- 
tleman on this Subject, addreſꝰd ro Your Majeſty under all the 
Ornaments and Advantages of Oratory and good Language, 
which yet hath not diſcourag d, but inducd me, with all 
Humility, to lay this plain Diſcourſe at Your Majeſty's Feet, de- 

nding ſolely on the Merits of the Caſe, and Your Majeſty's great 
udgment ; and tho' it comes recommended with no Oratory, no 
Addreſs, nor with any Collateral Advantage wharſoever, yet fill 
from a Heart ſincerely devoted to the true lotereſt of Your Majeſty, 
and the general Advantage of all your People. 


But alas | to what end are any Applications made to Your Majeſty 
on this Occaſion, fince the Fears and ſealouſies of thoſe, who are Mem- 
bers of the Church of England, and of thoſe who diſſent from it, and 
the Matters in Controverſie ariſing from thoſe Fears, ſeem in a fair way 
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Dedication to the QUE x. 

to be Determin'd, to the Satisfaction of all Parties, by your Gracious 
Speeches from the Throne, T hat Ton will always make it Tour par- 
ticular Care to Encourage and Maintain the Church as by Law Effe. 


— S _—_ 


bliſh'd, and that Tou will alſo Maintain the 4& of Toleration for the 


Eaſe of INſſenters ; The One ſhall have your Favour, the Other 
your Protection: All which is very conſiſtent together, and neither 
can be diſſatisfy d if both are Preſerv'd. Your Majeſty may very 
well perform your gracious Promiſe, in taking all Methads which 


ſball be thought proper (by your Parliament) 10 tranſwit the Church ſe- 


enrely ſetled to Poſterity, and at the ſame time Preſerve the Indulgence 
granted to Scrupulous Conſeiences And when Matters ſhall be 


chus bappily ſetled, that both ſhall be ſecure from danger of one 


another, and each of them know the extent of their Privileges : 
When the Church ſhall have no Power or Provocation to promote a 


Proſecution of Diſſenters, nor any Diſſenters be permitted to evade 
the Laws, and to get into Publick Offices and Employments in Coun- 


ties and r whereby they may be enabled at one time or 


other to deſtroy the Church, they will then have no ground of 


quarrel left on either fide, but muſt neceſſarily find it their mutual 


luteteſt to live together in Peace and Unity. | 


some of the Diſſenters have publickly declar d in their Writings, 
that the Bill againſt Occafional Conformity doth not "Concern thoſe 
amongſt them who diſſent from the Church upon real Principles of 
Conſcience : Theſe are the Diſſenters to whom they conceive 
Your Majeſty hath promiſed your Indulgence; if any State-Diſſen- 


can Conform and will not; they deſire to be diſtinguiſh'd from 
chem, alledging, Thar all the Parliaments that ever were, or will 
be, can never ſuppreſs any thing amongſt them ſo Scandalous to their 
Reputation, and to that Candour with which they defire to guide 
their Actions; nor ſo contrary to, and deſtructive of the very 
© Nature of their ſeparating from the Church of England, and the 
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© ters, or Politick-Diſſenters, are crept in amongſt them ; any that 
c 
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© Conſtitution of their Collected Congregations, as this Ambidexter- 


Conformity. Jt can therefore never be conceiv'd or imagin d, 


by any of Your Majeſty's moſt Faithful Subjects, that you can ever 
be perſwaded to leſſen the great Satisfaction which Your Majeſty hath 
already given from the Throne to all your People, by ſhewing any 
extraordinary Favour to thoſe Men who act upon Principles no ways 
agreeable to the generality of your dubjects, whether Churchmen or 
Diſſenters. \ | 1 


It is very certain, as a late Author hath obſery'd, That it is ver) 
much beneath your Royal Demis Queen of no more than of belf 
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Ar Dedication to the QUEEN. 


think to Rule their Dominions by the Strength and Intereſt of Parties + 
Bur your great Wiſdom is ſufficiently able to diſcern, that the Mem- 
bers of the Eſtabliſhed Church, can never come under the denomi- 
nation of a Party , Your Majeſty, and the Three Eftates of the Realm, 
who are all Members of the National Church, do conſtitute the Body 


Politick of this Kingdom ; and you are neither one of the Three 


Eſtates, nor do conſtitute a Foutth, but you are the Sovereign Head 
of that Great Body; and ſo long as Your Majeſty acts as ſuch, and 
protects their Rights, you will act as Queen of England, and reign 
in the Hearts of all your People, who have either Honeſty or Ability 


ro Support your (Government: 


Private Men may deliver their Opinion, but in a Malttude of | 


Counſellors there is Safety; and no Inſtance can be given of any 
Prince in England, that ever Miſcarry'd by the Advice of his Par- 
liament. And your Dutiful Commons have not fo much as attemp- 
ted any thing for the Security of the Eſtabliſh'd Government, in 
Church and State, but by ſuch gentle Methods as ate conſiſtent with 
the A& of Toleration, are agreeable to the plain Intent and Meaning 
of the Laws already in Being, and have been found Succeſsful by 
frequent Experience; as particularly in that very Caſe of Henry the 
Third of France, quoted by the ſaid Author; who extluding the 
Hugonots from Public Offices and Employments, Converted ſo many in 
three or four Tears, that it was then thought (if we may believe that 
Authority) that if be had continued the ſame Methods, he might in a 

time have reduc'd bis whole Kingdom to one Religion ; which 
altho' to be abhorred, and not credible in that Nation, where the 
differences between Proteſtants and Papifts are in Eſſentials, and 
where Truth was to yield to Error, may yet be more practicable in 
this, where we Proteſtants differ only in Ceremonies and leſſer Mat- 
ters. And what a Bleſſng would ſuch a happy Union be to Tour 


Majefty and this Nation ? 4 


The Conſequences that may be ſuppos'd to happen upon ſuch a 
Bill, or which the Wit of Man can Imagine or Invent as poſſible, 


will not diſcourage Your Majeſty from concurring with your Parlia- 


ment in paſſing ſuch. a Law as they conceive to be Reaſonable, and 
even Neceſſary to preſerve Peace at Home, and to promote an 
Unanimous Zeal for carrying on a Vigorous War Abroad: ſuch a Law 
as is agreeable to the Policy and Practice of Foreign States, and of all 

our Allies, who will rather admire that ſuch an Act was not made 
before, than be offended at the Wiſdom of it; and in all proba- 
bility, the ſooner ſuch a Bill ſhall paſs into a Law, the ſooner there 


will be an end of Clamours and Diſlentions. 
=. The 
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your People ; which may indeed be the Caſe of thoſe Princes, who 
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Dedication tothe Qu een. : 
The Conſcientious · Diſſenter will not be offended at it, but be- 
ing ſecure of Liberty of Conſcience, will be contented to live peaceably, 


and be thankful for his Toleration; and the Members of the Church of 


England, being free from danger, and finding the advantage of gentle 


Methods, will treat the Diſſenter with Tenderneſs and Affection. 
The Churchmen and Diſſenters will indeed both take new Meaſures, 


not to the prejudice, but advantage of the Government; for inſtead 


of Fears and ſealouſies, there will be a Mutual Security, and inſtead 


of private Factions and Cabals, they will openly join in Defence 


of Your Majeſty, againſt the Common Enemy. Which, that they 


may all do, and Your Majeſty may be the Glorious Inſtrument of 
Providence in Reducing France Abroad, and Faction at Home, and 
may live to ſee a perſect Peace and Union amongſt all your Subjects, 
and long enjoy that great Bleſſing and Happineſs, is the hearty Prayer 


of, 
MADAM, 


Tour Majety's moſt Dutiful, oft Humble, 


and moſt Obediem Subje& and Servant, 


Humphry Mackworth. 
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| meeds no Advantage, but a true Relation 


| can be mere free than the Mind of Man, and that nothing can prevail upon it but 


Me 
— 
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T HB ſeluring the Adminiſtration of Publick Afains in the Hands of ſuch 


Perſons as are well affeFed to the preſent Eftabliſhwent, both in Church and 
State, is a thing in it elf ſo Reaſonable, and ſo Agreeable to the Policy and 
will opemly oppoſe it 


Practice of all Foreign States, that few I think 


This was the End of the Bill formerly brought into the Houſe of Commons, 4s pre- 


vent Occaſional Conformity; which was an End ſo very deſtrable, that thoſe who 
differ'd in the Means, yet publickly profeſſed to agree in the Concluſion. 
hence we may probably hope, That when upon more mature C — if he be ob- 

ferved,what proper Methods the Commons took to prevent the Corporation and Teſt-AFs 
from being eluded, to ſecure the Eſtabliſhed Church from the danger of being Undermined, 
and to preſerve the Liberty and Indulgence granted to Scrupulaus OD om the 
Hazard of being reſumed, the whole Legiſlature will readily concurr in the Means to 
fo neceſſary and avowed an End. | 

As to the Proceedings of the Houſe of Lords, the Writer deſires always to pay the bigh- 
eſt Deference and Reſpe@ to their Lordſbips, who are ſo Noble and ſo Eſentidl 4 part of 
our Conſtitution ; and he is ſenſible that their Lordſhips are Perſons of that great Ho- 
nor, and are ſo much concerned in Intereſt for the Safety and Proſperity of the Eſta- 
liſhed Government both in Church and State, that they will not be offended with any 
Perſon whatſoever, that ſhall indeavonr 7 Reaſon and Argument, and in a 
decent and reſpet#ful manner, to eſtabliſh thoſe Truths, that ſeem to him to be alſolute- 
ty neceſſary for the Preſervation of it. | 

Their Lardſbips have been pleaſed to declare, That they are ready to join with equal 
Zeale, in excluding all Perſons from Employments of Truſt, who join them- 
ſelves to any other Bodies of Religious Worſkip, beſides the Church of England; 
and this being the Subſtance of the Hill againft Occaſional Conformity, it may rea- 
Jonally be hoped, both Houſes will agree in the Form, and oppoſe every thing that may 

F what ſeems to be ſo neceſſary to eſtabliſh Peace and Union amongſt us. 

As to the Reaſons that induced the Commons in the laſt Seſſion of Parliament, 
to Paſs the ſaid Bill, they are ſo briefly, aud yet ſo fully ſet forth in the Printed Ac- 
count of their Proceedings upon it, (to which the Reader is referr d) that there would 
be na Occaſion of writing any more on that Subject, if it were not for ſome Miſtakes 
and Fang "ur wg * do ſtill prevail with ſome Perſons, and ſeem to call for a 

lanation of it. e 

The End — this Treatiſe, is to endeavour to Anſwer the Object ions againſt 

the ſaid Bill, and to open the nature of it a little more at large to the World, eſpe- 


. cially to thoſe who have the Mi, fortune to diſſent from the National Church, that they 


nat only be from from Fears and Jealouſiet on that Occaſion, but may alſo be Con- 
vinced of the Uſefulneſs, and even Neceſſity of ſuch a Bill, for their Own and ile 
Publick Gaod. | 

But here the Writer muft confeſs, that he hath, great reaſon to make an Apology to 
the Honourable and Worthy Patriots of the Houſe of Comm appearing in the 
Vindication of their Proceedings, which ſo many of that great Body are much more 
«ble and better qualified to defend, and which indeed to wiſe and conſiderate Perſons, 
do carry with them their own Vindication ; but yet he humbly hopes, he ſhall be able to 
obtain their Pardon and Protection, fince it was not from an AﬀfeFation to appear in 
Print, eſpecially in ſo plain and homely 4 Dreſs, but Zeal for their Service, and the 
true Intereſt of his Religion and Country, that hath extorted from him this little Trea- 
tiſe ; which, in reality, contains no more in Subſtance, than what he intended to have 


very requiſite to ſet off an Argument in a Cauſe that has no good Foundation z but this 
| an nubiaſc'd Judge. | 
As to Liberty of Conſcience, the Writer indeed was always of Opinion, That nothing 


what 


offered at the Free Conference on this occaſion, if an Accident at that time had 
nos prevented it; and ſince the Caſe appears to him to be very plain, when fully and 
fairly ſtated, be thought plain Engliſh eight be ſufficient for it: Art and Oratory are 
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what is introduced with Love and Kindneſs, and therefore he ever thought that 
gentle Methods, by Reaſon, Arguments, and a good Example, were much more 
proper and likely means to bring the Diſſenters over to the Church than Penalties 
and Puniſhments ; but yet he cannot conceive that theſe means will be rendred leſs 
effettual by the aſſiſtance and influence of ſuch a Bill, which will be apt to diſpoſe thee 
to wiſh at leaſt for a Reconciliation, and may therefore probably encline them to a-more 
favourable Enquiry into the Nature and Excellency of the Eſtabliſh'd Church, and 
by conſequence to be not occaſionally, but ſincerely and heartily reconciled to it. 

As to the riter's Zeal for the Eſtabliſhed Government iz Church and State, zt * 
ſo happily founded on the Principles of the ſaid Church, that it doth rather encreaſe than 
diminiſh his Charity for Diſſenters : He is very ſenſihle what great influence the Preju- 
dice of Education, the Example of Parents, the Advice of Friends, and long Uſage 
and Unſtom, (which is a ſecond Nature) generally have over the Minds of Men, and 
1 hath therefore a great tenderneſs for ſuch Diſſenters, who are not yet Convinced that 
: they oug hit to Conform to the National Church; and ſince the ſeveral Branches of the 
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| 1 eziſlative Authority are now in à temper to continne to them all the Indulgence they 
: doenjoy, and can reaſon bly be deſired, he would not have them incurr their Diſpleaſure, 
14 by contending for Publick Offices aud Employments, which they are not Entitled to 
T8 by the Act of Toleration, are not any ways neceſſary for their preſent or future Happi- 
1 neſs, nor is their Poſſeſſion of them conſiſtent with the Peace and Safety of the Eſtab- 
J | liſhed Government. | 

Thi He is perſwaded that many of them are Men of Candor and Ingenuity, and do 


rather cornive at, than approve of Politicks aud 1rimming in Religion y and that 
they have generally more Wiſdom than to entruſt thoſe ſort of Occaſional Conformiſts 
1 to be Guardians of their Childrea, or Executors of their IVills, who pet deſire to be en- 
1 truſted by the Government with the Guardianſhip and Execution of the Laws of their 
| Country. They well know, that they who can diſpence with their Principles for the ſake 

FC of an Office, can diſpence with their Truſt for the ſake of an Eſtate 5 and if they have 
| at any time omitted to obſerve this Rule, with reſpect to their private Aﬀairs, yet they 
| have ſeldom or never fail'd to obſerve another, with relation to ile Publick ; and that 
ir, Ty keep the Power in their own Hands, when ever they have had an oppor- 
tunity to do it. And therefore, they cannot juſily condenin that Prudence and 
Cation in othors, which they have comſtantly recommended and practiſed amongit 
thomfelnes ; ard move eſpecially, when it way to the Peace of their Country. 

But how differe:t ſo:ver Mons privote Opinions my be on this Subject, it is bumbly 
conceived, wat in a Ci of this Nature ard Import.:ce ig the Publick, Peace, both ig 
Church and State ; the Controverfie ought net 19 Lecarried on wita Heat and Paſſion, 
b:t-fairly debated with Reaſon and Moderation, not by unknown Perjons who may be 
Jetaits or Deilts, but by ſuch as dare own their Principles, and will endeavour to re- 
eoncile our Differences, and not to enſtime them. And ſince the Writer does not deſire 
to ret an Opinion any longer then it can be ſupported by right Reaſon, whoever 
Hell argue fairly, and own his 'rinciples, ſhall be ſure 10 meet with a favourable Re- 
ception, and (if bis Arguments deſerve it) with a ready Submilſzon to his greater 
Judgment; but if any Perſon ſyall think fit to take the ſame Method of Anſwering this 
little Treatiſ:, which js uſuaily talen by ſome Perſons in anſwering others, 
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0 and inſtead of brintiug Reaſons and Arguments to diſprove what is Written, ſhall run 
out into indecent Reflections on the Vi'riter. he ſhall only deſire him to apply to this Oc- 
, caſion a ſhort Saying which was uſed on arother, | 


Diqdicit ille maledicere, & ego Contemnere. | 
| Lo conclude. The following Diſcon ſe ſets forth :Ze humble Opinion of the i} riter on 
this Subje@, which L1ving ſincerely delivered according to his Judgment, he may be 
| -nnfident hit 10 Perſons will deny the ſame Indulgence to him, which they are 
= to ready to grant to every other Perſon, and that therefore he ſhall never be perle- 
1 cuted for Conſcience only; byt whatſoever his Treatment may be (for be is not 
ſure bo ſpall cet with that uſage himſelf, which be is willing to give to others.) Theſe 
* are Ii Principles, and theſe are the Motives that induced bias to make them publick, 

not to keep up, but to reconciie our Differences, not to promote Parties and | 
Factions, but Peace and Unity ; not for the ſake of any private End or Intereſt 
e barloerer. but ſor the ſake of Truth, and for the general Good of his Native 
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L L Wiſe Nations in the World, even thoſe who give the greateſt Indut: 
gence to Conſciences o_ how different ſoever their Conſtitu- 
tion of Government may be in other Reſpects, and whatever has been pra- 
Qis'd in Ancient Times, in particular Caſes or on extraordinary Occaſions; yet 

| being convinced by Reaſon and Experience, they do agree at this Day, and 
have for many Ages paſt, not only in Popiſh bur in Proteſtant Countties, That there 7s an 
abſolute Neceffity of an Eſtabliſhed Religion, and a National Church , and that for the 

Peace and Welfare of every Government, it # alſo neceſſary, to preſerve the Adminiſtra- 

tion of Publick Affairs in the Hands of Perſons of one and the ſame Perſwaſion in Matters 

of Religion, that there may be- Unuy and Uniformity in the Church and State, and 
whilſt all the Publick Officers and Miniſters are aiming at one and the ſame Com- 
mon End, the Publick Good, neither they nor the Nation may be deprived of that 

End by any unneceſſary Diſſentions or Claſhings among ſi themſelves about the Means to 


attam it. 


And wherever a National Church hath been eſtabliſhed by Ad, of Uniformity, as 
in this Kingdom, the wile Legiſlators have generally eſtabliſhed ſome Teft, or 
other Security, to diſable and incapacitate thoſe Perſons who Diſſented from the Na- 
tional Church, from bearing Publick Offices or Imployments in the State; as not thinking 
it reaſonable or ſafe that any Perſons ſhould be entruſted with the Execution of the Laws, whs 


did not heartily approve of, and willingly pay Obedience to them. 
For theſe Reaſons our Wiſe Predeceſſors, after long Experience of the many Inconve- 


' niences which formerly hap to this Nation fot want of ſuch a Security, and af: 


ter a long and Bloody Civil War in this Kingdom, arifing (amongſt other Cauſes) from 
a Mixture and Conſuſon of Men of oppoſite Principles in one and the ſame Adminiſtration, 
did provide for the Common Safery of the Prince and People, by enaQting the Cor- 

ation, and afterwards the Teft-AZ, which were made (as appears the expreſs 
Words of the Preambles thereof) that a Succeſſion in Corporations might petuated 
in the Hands of Perſons well affected to the King and the Eſtabliſh'd Government, 
or the Preſervation of the Publick Peace both in Church and State, and for quieting 
the Minds of bis Majeſty's Subjefs, That is, as may farther appear by the whole 
Scope and Tenor of the Acts themſelves, and the Remedies therein preſcribed : For 
preſerving the Adminiſtration of Publick Affaire in the hands of Perſons of one and 
the ſame Perſwaſion in Matters 1 Religion (without which there could be no Peace 
either in Church or State) and for freeing the Minds of bis Majeſty's Subjeffs, not 
only from the danger of Popery, which is of the greateſt — — — „ but alſo 
from Fears and Fealouſies of coming any more under the Power and Dominion of thoſe 
Men, who under the ſpecious Pretences of preſerving the true Intereſt of Religion, 
and of their Native Country, bad ſo lately ſubverted the Eflabliſhed Government both in 
Church and State, and even the Original Conſtitution of it. 


Theſe were the great Ends propoſed by thoſe Laws, and the Means that were then 
thought to be moſt effectual to compaſs thoſe Ends, were therein provided, viz. That 
no Perſons ſhould be admitted into any of the conſiderable Offices or Places of 2 in 
this Kingdom, but ſuch ax did 1 to be true Members of the National Churc 2 
2 * Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, according ts the Rites and Uſage of | 
ſaid Church. ER 
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And whoever ſhall reflect on the general Practice of the Diſſenters in thoſe Days, or the 
Arguments which they then chiefly made uſe of on all Occaſions to juſtifie their Separation 
from the National Church, and eſpecially their Refuſal to recerve the Sacrament accordin 
ro the Rites of that Church, which (in their common Language at that time) was no [ele 
than Popery and Idolatry, could never have ſuſpected that thoſe Laros ſhould have wanted 
the Aſſiſtance of this or any other Bill, To render the ſame more Effeual for the true Ends 
and Purpoſes for which they were made, which were, to keep not only Popiſh Recuſants but all 
ſorts of Diſſenters from the National Church out of the Adminiſtration of Publick Affairs. 


But it now appears by full Experience, That ſome of thoſe Diſſenters, who with all 
their Endeavours, could never obtain to be diſpenſed with by any Law; (and who indeed 
had needed no Diſpenſation, if Occaſional Conformity to the Sacrament had been ſo much 
praftis'd in thoſe Days as is now pretended ) having by ſome Compliances in a late Reign 
(which I forbear to mention) had a little Tafte the Sweetnelſs of ſuch a Diſpenſation, 
and thereby got into Places and Preferments, have of late endeavoured to ſupply the want 
of ſuch a diſpenſing Law, and to preſerve themſelves in publick Employments, by ſetting 
up An Arbitrary 57 enſing Power in their own Conjciences, whereby they are enabled 10 
20 to the Church for their Proſit, and to a Conventicle for their Principles, and thereby to evade 
all manner of Tefts, and to overturn all ſuch Laws and Eftablifhments whatſoever. 


Is not then a Bill againſt ſuch a Practice as this neceſſary and reaſonable for the Common 
Safety? Is it not high time to make the Corporation and Jeſt Ads more etfectual for the 
Ends for which they were at firſt made? IS it not juſt and proper to keep thoſe Men out 
of Offices and Places of Truſt relating to the Government, eicher in Counties or Corpora- 
tions, who have no other way to come at them, but by acting contrary to their Original 
Principles, nor any way to make Attonement for the ſame 19 their ova Party, but by endea- 
vouring to render thoſe Laws uſeleſs and ineffectual with the Execution of which they 


are entruſted. 
The Corporation and Teſt Aﬀs have been eſteemed for ſeveral Reigns the great Bulwark 


of the Eſtabliſhed Government, againſt both Popiſh Recuſanats and Proteſtant Difſenrers : 
And one great Complaint upon the late Revolution, was the Attempt which had been 


made to repeal the {aid Laws. 


But what great difference is there in the Conſequence to the Government, between E. 
vading and Repealing a Law ? Or if Statutes evaded are not to be enforced and made ef- 
fectual by more prevailing Penalties, to what end do they any longer retain the name of 
Laws? Or any place in the Book of Statutes ? | 


As to the Ad of Toicration. How can that Statute be any ways concerned in this Con- 
troverſie? For neither the Act it felt, nor any Clauſe therein would have been repealed, 
if this Bill had paſſed into a Law, No Man hath had the Confidence to aſſert any ſuch 
thing; _ the Bill it ſelf doth ſufficiently demonſtrate the contrary, which is as 
olloweth. * 


As nothing is more contrary to the Profeſſion of the Chriſtian Religion; and particularly 
to the Doitrine of the Church of England, then'Perſecution for Conſcience only; in due Can- 
fideration whereof an Att paſſed in the firſt Year of the Reign of the late King William and 
Queen Mary of Glorious Memory, Iutituled an Act for Exempting their Majeſties Prote- 
ſtant Subjects diſſenting from 1he Church of England from the Penalties of certain Latur; 
which A ought inviolably to be obſetved, and eaſe given to all Conſciences truly ſerupuloxs, 
nevertheleſs whereas the Laws do provide that every Perſon to be admitted into any (conſide- 
rable ) Office or Employment ;, (that is, accord ing to the ſaid Corporation and Teſt As, to 
which this Bill did reter,) ſhould be Conformable to the Church as it is by Law Eſtabliſhed, 
by Enatting that every ſuch Perſon ſo to be admitted, ſhould recerve the $tcrament of tbe 
Lord's Supper, according to the Rights and Uſage of the Church of England: Jer ſeveral 
Perſons * from the Church, as it is by Law Eſtabliſhed, do jcyn with the Members 
thereof an receiving the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper to qualific themſelves to have and en- 


Joy ſuch Offices and Employments, and do afterwards reſort to Conventicles, or Mectings for 
7 


e Exerciſe of Religion, in other manner then according to the Liturgy and Prattice of the 
8 
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Be it therefore Enafted, &c. The Purpott whereof was, that if any Public Officer, (ex- 
© cept — Collectors, Aſſeſſors, Overſeers, and other Pariſh Officers who —— 
included in this Bill) be ot Conformable to the National Church, but do refort 10 Con- 
venticles, that then in caſe Oath be made thereof before a Magiſtrate within ten Days after 
© the Offence committed, and Proſecution within three Months, and the Party be thereaf Con- 
© vifted by a Fury on Oath of two credible Witneſſes, be ſhall forfeit his Office, and a Fine 
© one hundred Pounds o - f and alſo five Pounds for every Day he ſball take u 4 
© him the Adminiſtration of Public Affairs after ſuch Departure from the Church ; and ſhall 
© be incapable of bolding any Public Office ; but with this Proviſo, That if be wil! again be 
© conformable to the National Church, and give a Tears proof of it, and receive the Sacra- 
© ment Three times in the {ad Tear, according to the Rites and Uſage of the / N Church, be 
* ſhall be recapacitated to hold any Publick Office whatſoever ; and if be ofen a ſecond time, 
and be thereof Convitted by a Fary, be it to incur double the ſaid Penalties,and not 10 be ca. 
pable of any Publick Office, unleſs he ſball be Conformable to the Church for the ſpace of 


0 ce Lars. 


This is the ſubſtance, in ſhort, of the ſaid Bill, and what is there in all this, that is inconki- 
ſtent with the Act of Toleration ? For what is the Scope and Intent of that Statute, but only 
that the 4 — Diſſenters ſhall he exempted from the Penalties of certain Laws?rhat where- 
as they were formerly not only intended to be diſqualify d from Publick Employments, but 
alſo made liable to various Fines and Penalties for not Conforming tothe National Church; 
They are now exempted from any Temporal Puniſhment, in hopes that Gentle Methods by 
— * Argumente, and a good Example may prove better Means to convince them of their 
Error, andbring them over to the Church then Penalties and Puniſhments. 


Is there any Proviſion made by the AQ of Toleration that any Diſſenters from the 
National Church, ſhould be thereby Entituled to, or qualifyed for Publick Offices and En- 
loyments in the State, notwithſtanding the plain intent and meaning of the Corporation, and 
T. As to the contrary ? Is there one Clauſe or Word in the whole Act to that purpoſe? 
Or did the Diſſenters ever deſire any ſuch thing, or any more then Liberty of Conſcience 
to ſerve God in their own way, that they might follow their re ſpective Trades, and en- 
Joy their Liberties and Properties, without being diſturbed by Proſecutions for Conſcience 
only? How then can the Act of Toleration be any wiſe concerned in this Debate? 


| 

This Bill therefore did not only not affect any Inferior ar Pariſh Officers, as Conſtables, 
Collectors, Church-wardens, Cc. Nor any voluntary Society, (as ſome would ſuggeſt) 
but it did not ſo much as affect any Diſſenter whatſoever, who cannot Conform to 
the National Church, neither did it affect thoſe Diſſenters who think fit to Con- 
form Occaſionally for their own Information, or private Satisfaftion z nor indeed 
any Diſſenter whatſoever, with regard to Liberty of Conſcience abſtracted from the Pub- 
lick Safety. It only aftected rhoſe particular Diſſenters who thought fit to Conform 
for an Office, but would not Conform for the Unity of the Church. Thoſe who thought 
fit to evade the Laws for their own ſakes z but not to pay Obedience to them for the Sate- 
ty of the Government. That is, it affected only ane ſort of Occafional Conformifts, Such 
as Conform for Offices and Places, and not them with regard to Liberty of Conſcience, 
but meerly with re 55 to the Publick Safety. So fat was this Bill from repealing any one 
Car ſhot of Toleration, or from bringing any real Hardſhip upon the Conſcienci- 
ous enter. 


Let Men then ſpeak out in plain Exgliſb, and ſay what they would have : Let them tell 
the Truth, and confeſs that they are not noi contending for Libexty of Conſcience, but for 
Power and Dominion. They have indeed — the firſt Point, and may, (if they will 
be contented with it) enjoy the ſame to all Poſterity: But if they will be ſtill contending 
for more; if nothing elſe, will pleaſe them but a Powerto deſtroy the Eſtabliſhed Church. 
that harh given them this Indulgence, can they blame the true Members of the Na- 
tional Church for endeavouring to preſerve themſelves? Or did any Perſonsever attempt 
their own Security, with greater Moderation then by ſuch a Law, which is altogether de- 
fenſive, without the leaſt hmeart on the Rights or Priviledges of any other? How 
then can this be called a Perſecution? Is the meer Preſervation of the Eſtabliſh'd Govern- 
ment in Church and State to be eſteemed no leſs then Perſecution of Diſſenters? Is their 
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Intereſt and Safety ſo Incompatible ? Or is there no Liberty in this World, or hopes of 
going to a better without a Publick Employment? 


What great Miſtakes then do thoſe worthy Perſons unfortunately fall into who are 

rſwaded to argue againſt ſuch a Bill; for wirh all due ſubmiſſion to greater Judgments, 
What occaſion was there tomake any Harangues in Praiſe of the Diſſenters, and of the great 
Benefit of the Act of Tolcration, when nothing was attempted to the Prejudice of either? 
What occaſion was'there to endeavour to prove that the going to a Meeting is not malum 
in ſe That the Diſſenters are not 405 matickhs, that Occaſional _—_ 'y 1s not a new, 
but anold Invention, That agreat difference ought to be put between Perſons going to a Po- 
piſhand a Proteſtant Diſſenting Meeting, and that leſſer Penalties have uſually been inflifted 
on private Perſons for going to Maſs, or Conventiclet, then are in this Bill? When none 
of theſe Points ſcem to be any ways material in the preſent Debate; for this Bill did not 
affect any private Perſons going to a Meeting, nor determine whether they are Schiſmaticks 
or not, nor wherher Occational Conformity be a new or an old Invention, neither did it 
take away the Diſtinction that is very juſtly made between a Popiſh and a Proteſtant Dif- 
ſenting Meeting, it only ſeconded the Motions made by our Wiſe Predeceſſors in the Cor- 
poration,and Teit Acts that no Perſons whatſoever ſhould be employ'd in the Adminiſtration 
of Publick Aftairs, and in the greater Offices and Employments relating to the Peace and 
Welfare of the 2ucen and Kingdom, but ſuch as were true Members of the National 
Church, and by confequence did ſincerely wiſh well to the Eſtatliſh'd Government. 


The proper Queſtions then to be debated upon this Bill, ſeem to be no other then theſe : 
ether it be conſiſtent with the Safety of the Eſtabliſhed Goverament, either in Church or 
State, with the Wiſdom of the Engliſh Nation, with the Praftice of any * Government 

in the World, or with the true intent and meaning of the Corporation and Teſt Ade, to ad- 
mit any Perſons whatſoever, (whether Schiſmaticks or not, whether Tolerated in their © 
Private Capacities or not, whether Popiſh or Proteſtant Diſſenters, whether Natives or 
Foreigners, whether old Sinners or new ones, or whether guilty of any Crime or of no 
Crime, into Publick Offices and Employments relating to the Government, either in Counties 
or Corporations, wwho are not ſincere Members of the National Church, and who do not hear- 
tily approve of the Laws of the Land, and chearfully pay Obedience to them. 


And whether it is better to have the Adminiſtration of Public Affairs in the Hands of 
Perſons of one and the ſame Perſwaſion in Matters of Religion, or to have a Mixture and 
Confuſion of Men of oppoſite Principles in one and the ſame Adminiſtration, or in other 
words, whether it is better to have all the Publick Officers draw tegether the ſame way for 
the Publick Good, or to have ſome drawing one way, and ſome another, and thereby tearing 
the Government in pieces between them? That is in ſhort, and in whether it is * 
that the Corporation and Teft Acts. ſhould be Enforced or Repealed ? 


Theſe are the Queſtions upon this Bill; and if both Parties will keep to the Subſect = 
Matter of the Debate, we may expect ſome good Iſſue of it; but it either of them ſhall 1 
leave the chief Points, and run to other Matters that are Entirely Foreign to the preſent | 

Contioverſie, is it not plain to all Men of common Capacities, that they give up the Me- 
rirs of the Cauſe, and depend ſolely on the Weaknefs of the Readers Judgment for the 
Succels of their Arguments. I cannot therefore ſee the neceſſity of giving the World a 
large Account of the Fines and Penalties appointed for the Reformation and Puniſhment 
of Private Perſons frequenting Popiſh and Proteſtant Conventicles, as a Precedent or Rule 
for the Reformation, or Puniſhment of Pub/ick Officers? Neither can I underſtand that we 
are obliged to Preach up Charity to Private Oftenders; and thereby uncharitably expoſe 
the Safety of the Queen and Government to the male Adminiſtration of Pub/ick Officers.For as 
to the Penalties in the ſaid Bill, is there no difference to be made, when the Government is 
concerned, and when it is not? Is there no difference to be made between a Penalty impoſed 
for the Reformation of a Private Offender, and a Penalty appointed for the Security of the 
Eſtabliſhed Government? ls there no diſtinction between an Offence committed by a Per- 
ſon in a Publick, and in a Private Capacity? Between the Safety of one particular Mem- 
ber, and of the whole Body Politick ? Shall Laws be made for the Security of the Govern- 
ment, and ſhall we agree that thoſe Laws are neceſſary, and yet refuſe to make them ef. 
feftual ? If not, then it is very certain, That what is alledged by ſome Perſons to 
another purpoſe, ought to be more ſtrictly obſerved, and that is a uff Proportion between 

© the Offence and the Puniſhnent £ And it the Ottence be of ſuch a Nature, as is inconſiſtent 
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with the Peace and Safety of the Eſtabliſhed Government; the Puniſhment alſo ought to 
be ſuch, as will in all probability prevent the Commiſſion of it. 

But with great Submiſſion, can that be done by a Penalty of Twenty Pounds * And by 
giving ſo ſmall a part as one Third thereof ro the Informer, with the odious Churacler of be 
ing one of the worſt ſort of Men? Will any Man be — ſerve the Governmen- 
at that rate? Or it Men were bound to Proſecute on thoſe Terms, Would nor ſuch a 
Law be rather a Penalty on the Informer, then on the Offender ? Is Reſtitution only a ſuf- 
ficient Puniſhment for any Offence ? Or will giving up an Office with ſo ſmall a Five in 
that caſe amount to Reſtitution ? Can ir be imagined that Men put into Places to ſerve a 
Party, or to undermine our Conſtitution, will be diſcouraged from this Offence by ſo ſmall 
a Penalty? Or will they not rather be encouraged to undertake any Publick Employment? 
And may not the Eſtabliſhed Government be over-turn'd and deſtroyed, before ſuch Men 
can be diſcovered and brought to Puniſhment ? | 

Laus of this nature, which are ſo highly neceſſary for the Peace and Welfare of the 
Church and State, are not made upon a Suppoſition that they will be broke, but kept; 
and the Penalties impoſed in ſuch Caſes are not intended as a Satisfaction for the Crime, 
by way of Commutation, as is allowed on ſome Offences of a more private Nature; bur 
they are impoſed in order to deter Men from ever committing ſuch Offences as are incon- 
liſtent with the Publick Safety. And for theſe Reaſons the Wiſdom of our Anceſtors 
thought fit to inflit ſo great a Penalty in the Teſt AZ, not with regard to the Nature of the 
Offence, when committed by a Private Perſon, but when Committed by a Publick Officer, 
and in order to deter ſuch Men from underraking the Adminiſtration of Publick Affairs, who 
are not ſincerely affected to the true Intereſt of the Eſtabliſh'd Government; and certainly 
as far as the Publick Safety ought to be preterd before the Safety of a particular Perſon, 
ſo far there ought to be a juſt Proportion obſerved, between a Penalty impoſed for the 
Securiry of the one and of the other. | | 

Pray let us conſider, Is not the Offence againſt this Bill of the ſame Nature, as the 
Ottence againſt the Teſt Act? Is there not five Hundred Pounds Penalty by that Ad gi- 
ven entirely to the Informer for the very firſt Offence, without any Time limited for the Pro- 

ſecution, beſides Diſabilities and Incapacities of the - bigheft Nature? And is one Hundred 
Pounds Penalty for the firſt Offence, and five Pounds a Day for an 1 and wilful per ſi- 
Ning in it equal to frve Hundred Pounds certain without any Relief? a Penalty of one Hun- 
dred and Fifty Pounds, or even the Poſſibility of five Hundred and fifty Pounds, when all 
hut one Hundred Pounds even after Breach of the Law, is in a Man's own Power; to be 
eſteemd Cruelty and undue Severity, for an Offence of the ſame Nature with that for 
which five Hundred Pounds certain is by the ſame Perſons thought to be a reaſonable 
Penalty ? 

Bur granting that theſe Penalties ſhould be greater than thoſe heretofore inflicted: Yer 
it tormer Laws by reaſon of the Smalneſs of their Penalties have been found too weak 
ro attain the Ends for which they were made, why may not a new Law be propoſed with 
fuch Penalties, tohich it is boped, may prove more effe&ual ſor the Publick Safety. 

As to rhe Objection of Danger ſrom falſe Wirneſſer, are Men in this Age to be more care. 
ful of their Places than ot their Lives? Have not all Men as much Security by this Bill 
againſt falſe Witneſſes, as they have in the Caſe of Feloay, or even High Treaſon it ſelf? 
Mult they nor be convicted by a Jury, upon the Evidence of two credible Witneſſes, and 
are not the Jury Judges of the Credit of thoſe Witneſſes? What greater Security can 
de deſired? And whether is it better, whether. is of greater Conſequence to the Nation, 
That a private Perſon ſhould run the Hazard of loling an Office upon the Evidence of two 
Witneſles, tho' they ſhould happen to be falfe, or that the Government ſhould run the 
= rd of being ruined and undone by the mixt and oppoſite Adminiſtration of Publick 
Officers ? Ne 2 9 2 

There is indeed one very great Difference .bgtween the Teft Ad and this Bill; for up- 
on the former, a Man may ſuffer and be convicted without his own wilful Default, as 4 
lately happened upon Failure of a Seſſions, and Neglect of the Juſtices, £7c. but on this 
Bill, No Man could fuffer by the Neglect of others, nor through bis own Inadvertency, he 
miſt offend knowingly and wilfully, it muſt be his own premeditated Ad that brings him 
within the Compaſs of this Law. So that the Arguments that are uſed againſt the Penalties 
of this Bill, are much ſtronger againſt that in the Teſt Act, which hath been eſtabliſh'd 
by taz Wiſdom of our Anceltors. . x 

And. if in the firſt Act againſt Conventicles, the third Offence was puniſhed with Ba- 

aithment (as is obſerved by fome FR nn the Caſe of a private Subject, * 
| ung 
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Thing was contidered but the meer Act ot Diſobedience, What Fines and Penalties would the 
fame 3 have im peſed, in cafe the PublickSafety had been added to the Conji- 
dera ion! | | 
But with great Submiſſion, is it not very ſtrange to hear the ſam- Arguments made uſe 
of againſt this Bill, which were formerly infilted on for repealing all the Tett Laws whic: 
ovever ? Even thoſe agaiiÞ: Papilis as well as thoſe againit Diſſenters? And were then 16. 
jected with Indignation by all the great and wiſe Men in the Kingdom? It is pleaded, 
That 
An Engliſhman cann be reduced to a more unbappy Condition, than to be put by I aw under 
an Incapacuy to ſerve bis Prince and Country; But may not a Papilt, as well as a Diilenter, 
be an Engliſhman ? Haz no! Popery been ever looked on, as that which we ought to apprebend 
and fear the moſt, and guard chicfly againſt it, being our moſt inveterate, moſt rr}tleſs, and moſt 
ſermidable Enemy ? Is the next Step to be made, to let in the Papitts alſo into the Govern- 
ment? Is the Church to be groun'd to pieces berween both? If nor, How comes this Ar- 


gument to be ſo much inſiſted on; which any Man may as well make ute of, who refuſcs 


the Oath of Allegiance to his Lawiul Sovereign, or any Legal Qualification whatſoever 
tor Publick Officers, which ate uſual, and even necel{:ry in all Nations and Governments 
in the World, when it is not the Law, but his own Dy/f>palry that puts him under ſuch an 
incapacity ? And when Men ought, nay can, and actually do comply with the Law for 
their own private Advantage, but will not for the ſake of the Government (which is the 
Cale of the Occaſional Contormilts) Whether is it the Law or their own flubborn and cor- 
rapt Wills that puts them under an Incapacity to ſerve their Prince and Country? 

It is alſo alledged, That nothing but a Crime of the moſt deteſtable nature ought to put him 
under fuch a Diſability : Whereas it is evident, that the Law doth not ſo much regard the 


nature of the Crime in this Caſe as the Publick Safety; and it the La be ſo render of the 
Safety of a private Perſon, that it will nor ſufter the next of kin, ro whom the Eſtate may 


delcend, to be Guardian of an Infanc, and have the Minagement of his Eflate, tho? he be 
uilty ot no Crime at all, becauſe the Guafdian will gain an advantage by the Death and 
DeAraRtion of that Infant, how much more ought the Law to take care of the Publick 
Satety, that thoſe Perſons may not be Entruſted with the Guardianſhip and Execution of the 
Laws, whoſe Intereſt it is to Defeat and Deſtroy them 
It is farther obſerved, That they who” think the being preſent at a Meeting to be ſo 
high a Crime, can hardly think that a Toleration of ſuch Meetings ought to continue long, 


not toit hſtanding the Bill ſays, that the Act of Toleration ought to be kept inviolable. 


But with due Deference to greater Judgments, what premiſſes are there to warrant ſuch 
a ſevere concluſion upon the Commons? What prodigious ſteps muſt be made to come at 
it? How many plain and obvious Diſtinctions muſt be laid afide to compaſs this Argu- 
ment? Is there no difference to be made between a Wilful and Unwilling Separation from 
the National Church? Between Occaſional Conformity for an Office, and for Private Infor- 
mation? Between doing that which is, and that which is not conſiſtent with the Publick 
Safety? And, in ſhort, between an A/irmarive and a Negative? For does it follow, that 
in caſe the Commons ſhould think it a deteſtable Crime in thoſe that can and will nor 
Conform, that therefore they muſt of Neceſſity entertain the ſame thoughts of thoſe that 
would Conform and cannot? Is there no difference to be made between a Perſon that can 
and a Perſon that cannot conform? Or between an Occaſional Conformiſt for an Office, and 
a Conſcientious Diſſenter? | 

The Commons do indeed ſay, That Conforming and Non-conforming are Contradiclions; 
nothing but a firm 9 waſton that our Terms of Communion are ſinful and unlawful can, 
Juſtify the one, and that plainly condemns the ot ber; but they paſs no Sentence at all on the 
going to a Meeting by a Perſon that cannot Conform. And therefore, for any thing appears 
by this Bill, or the Arguments of the Commons upon it, they may have as favourable an 
Opinion of ſuch Diſſenters as others have. 

And after the Commons had made ſuch a Solemn Declaration in favour of the AZ of Tole- 
ration in the preamble of this Bill, how can it ſeem ſo very agreeable with that Charity 
and Tendzrneſs that is profeſs'd ro Diſſenters, and which our Religion reaches, to paſs ſuch 
a uy, — to ſay umwarrantable and uncharitable Cenſure on the Repreſentatives of 
the People? i 

The 3 have indeed ſhewed a great tenderneſs for Conſciences truly Scru- 

ulous, and are very well pleaſed with the AZ of Toleration, in hopes that gentle 
Methcas will rather prevail with the Diſſenters, than Penalries and Puniſhments: 
Yet it may be preſum'd they cannot come up to that Doctrine that is —_ 
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the Adminiſtration of the Government? Or do any of thoſe Nations take other Meaſures 
than theſe that are now propoſed ? And if not, ſhould not England take as much care of 
their Government, in Church and State, as their Neighbours do? | 

And fince we have ſo great Advantages from their Woollen Manufafures, as by ſome 
hath been alledg d, is it prudent to take them from their Trades that they do underſtand, 
and wherein they are ſo very ſerviceable to England, and put them into and Places 
which they do nor underſtand; and where they can do no manner of Service either for 
England or themſelves? Or if thoſe Foreigners had been excepred out of this Bill, might 
not the Commons have heard of greater Objections againſt the Bill, by the Diſſenters that 
are Natives, than now they do? 


—— 
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As to the Clauſe for Exempting Proteſtant Diſſenters from Offices of Burthen; the 
Commons did not ſo much oppoſe the giving Eaſe to Diſſenters in that Particular, as the 
doing of it in ſuch a manner, and by ſuch a Clauſe which tended to encourage Perions 
bred up inthe Church of Exgland to go to Conventicles meerly to ſave themſelves from 


Offices of Burthen, which would rather Eftab/iſh Occaſional Nonconformity, then prevent 


Occaſional Conformity, and muſt therefore have a very different Effeit ſrom what was de- 
ſened; for inſtead of curing, it would encreaſe the Evil which this Bill intended to remeay : 
And fince no Obligation of bearing burthenſome Offices, was by this Bill laid upon any 
Subjects, nor any new Law introduced in Favour of the Church, it did not ſecm proper 
in this Bill to inſert a new Law in Favour of Diſſenters. 

As to the Clauſe relating to the Univerſities, it ſeems to be altogethet unnece{{;ry in this 
In thofe Learned Bodies having been ſufficiently provided for in the Acts of Uni- 

ormity. | 

— to the Clauſe relating to Hoſpitals and Corporate Work · Houſes, where the Go- 
vernors and Aſſiſtants are not obliged in the private Acts, (by which they are Eitabliſhed) 
to receive the Sacrament, (as many of them are not,) there they were not included in this 
Bill; but when they were obliged to receive the Sacrament as a Qualification, it is alloued 
to be very reaſonable, that they who could Contorm for an Office, ſhould alſo Conform 
for the Unity of the Church. Ge | 
As to the Objections againſt the Corporation Clauſe, the ſame being paſſed with a So- 

lemn Declaration, of being ready to joyn with equal Zeal in Excluding all Perſons from 
Employments of Truſt, who joyn themſelves to any other Bodies for Religious Worſhip, beſides 
the Church of England. They will require no further Anſwer; for ſince it was admitted, 
that it was à Scandal to Religion to Conform for a Place in a County, it would have 
ſeemed very ſtrange to have inſiſted, that it was no Scandal to do ſo ina Corporation - 


s if Men in Corporations had ſome particular Priviledge to be exempted from Scandal 


when they did Scandalous Actions. 

It has indeed been urged by ſome Perſons, that the Words of that Ac were general and un- 
certain, tho that Act was made before the Teſt Ad, and no Objection to it of that kind 
was ever made before; and that it was hard that Men ſhould be deprived of their Birth. 
-rights, as if the Subjects were born Mayors or Common council men; it was further infiſted 
that the ſaid -Law-was founded on Reaſons peculiar to that time, when the Kingdom 
was juſt delivered from a long Uſurpation. Whereas the. Law was then made perpetual, 
and-the Reaſons were ſo too, which were declared to that, a Succeſſion in Corporations 
might be perpetuated in the Hands of Perſons well affefted to the King, and the Eſtabliſh- 
ed Government, and for preſerving the Publick Peace both in Church and State; and that 
was by preſerving an Uniformity in both; without which it will be always impoſſible to 

reſerve either; and there may be almoſt as much danger from an U/urpation creeping on 

Evading a Law, as from an Uſarpation direttly contrary to it. 

It has been denied by ſome Perſons, that in cate the Commons had departed from the Cor. 
poration Clauſe, the Diſſenters might let themſelves into the Government of Corporations, 
and thereby influence the Government of the Kingdom, notwithſtanding the Conſequence 
ſeems very plain and unavoidable. For tho* they could not let themſelves into the es 
of Magiſtracy, to be Mayors, Bayliffs, or other bead Officers, yet they might act in other 
Employments relating 10 the Government of Corporations, which are not yet adjudged 
to be within the Teſt AZ, as Common council: men, c. And if they had the Majority 
of the Common. council in _ Corporation, they might make what By-Laws, and Elect 
what Mayors, and in many Cafes what Members of Parliament they pleaſed, and then 
what could hinder them from Influencing the Government of the Kingdom. 

It is indeed truly obſerved to be the great Security to the Eſtabliſhed Religion, -that all 
whofit in the Houſe of Commons ought to be true Members, of the National Church, 
but what the real Difference may be between a Churcb-man, choſe by Church men, and choſe 
by Difſenters, may not be ſo very eaſily determined; for if the Church men choſe by Diſſen- 
ters thould prove to be Occaſional Conformiſts, ſome Perſons do think the Difference be- 
tween them to be only this, That the former will he. for bringing the Diſſenters to the 
Church, and the latter for bringing the Church to the Diſſenters. And that the former will 
be for uſing Gentle, and the other Severe Methods to attain their Ends, eſpecially if they 
may have leave to judge in this Caſe, from the Temper of their Brethren . in an Ad- 
jacent Kingdom. + 

It is farther obſerved, That the only Conteſt between both Parties for and againſt this 
Bill,” is which ſhall moſt. befriend and take tare of the Church. The one (they lay) would + 
procure a haſty ſetled Submiſſion, not ſo much to be depended upon; the other would obtain - 

the 
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her, a more gradual but a Jafer advantage, ver thoſe that diſſent from her, the ſameEnd being 
deſigned by both, and only ſome Difference in the Means to attain it: For we are told. That 
the Difſenters are coming into the Church, and nothing but terrifying Meaſures and Stuery; 'y 
can prevent the happy Union. But with great Submiſſion, what are thele Terrifying Mea. 
lures and Severity? are the Commons going to ſer up an Inquifition * Are they going to 
uſe Fire and Faggot to Convert them? Or, is it really thought ſuch a terrible i bing to be 
kept out of an Offce ? Far be it from the Commons to entertain ſo mean an Opinion of the 
Conſcientious Diſſenter, a8 to believe that ſuch a Qualification. Bill as this will be 2 means 
to procure a haſty ſettled Submiſſion not to be depended upon? Bur the may indeed ve 
ry reaſonably hope, that it may be a Means to obtain a more gradual yo ſafer Advantage 
over thoſe that Diſſent from the National Church; for Intereſt is a prevailing thing, and 
daes otten diſpoſe Men by degrees to a more favourable Enquity into the Truth, which is 
the great thing the Church ſeems to want for the Converſion of Difſenters ; and whenever 
they ſhall think fit to come over to the Church, for the ſake of their Principles, and not of 
their Profit, they will certainly be received with all the Tenderneſs, Joy, and Affection that 
can be expreſſed. But in the mean time, till this gradual and happy Union can be pro- 
cur'd, there is one Difference more, that ſeems yer to remain between ſorne that argue for 
and againſt this Bill, That the former are of Opinlon, rhar the way 10 preſerve the Church, 
is 10 keep the Power in the Hands of thoſe who are trae Members of it, and the latter think 
it is to /eave the Power, (or at leaſt a good ſhare of it) in the Hands of their Adverſaries. 

As to the Ac of Toleration, all Parties are agreed in the Preſervation of it, only ſome 

are of Opinion, rhe ſaid Law ought to be obſerved without enforcing rhe Corporation and 
Ieſt Ads; and others are vf Opinion, not only to preſerve the former, but enforce the lat. 
ter alſo. And thus it's plain the Commons hope to have all the good Effects of the A4 of 
4oleration, and yet to have the Security intended by the Corporation and Teft Afts 100, 
they are not willing ro ſacrifice one in Complement to the other, but believe that both will 
do beſt for the Publick Safety. | . 
By this means, Occaſional Conformiſts will indeed be excluded from the Government, 
but private Perſons will be {till at Liberty to uſe their Diſcretion. And therefore if any 
Good did ever accrew from Occaſional Conformity, as is by ſote alledg d, that from Oc- 
caſional, it grew to conſlant Conformity, if not in the Perſons themſelves, yet in their Children. 
The Church will looſe no Advantage in that Reſpett by this Bill; for they that Occafional- 
ly Conform out of Principles, may do ſo ſtill, and they that Conform meerly for Profit, 
have the greater Inducements to be conſtant to rhe Church ; and to add ro the Number 
of thoſe deſcended from Occaſional Conformiſts, we may hope to ſee the Occaſional Con. 
formiſts themſelves eſpoxſe the Cauſe of the Church with more Zeale, 

The beſt of the Diſſenters deſire not Power or Dominion, but Liberty of Conſcience; 
and Exemption from Penal Laws. The true Members of the Church of E#2/and defire no 
more than to ſee the Adminiſtration of Publick Affairs, in the Hands of ſuch, whi are 
well affected to the Eſtabliſhed Government, that whilſt they are freely conſenting to the 
Liberty of others, they = not be deprived of that Liberty themſelves, of which they 
have formerly had very melancholy Inſtances both in their own and in a Neighbouring 
Kingdom. | | | 

Amongh other Arguments for Occaſional Conformity; 1 cannot forget one that is very 
extraordinary, That the Pope and the Church of Rome do very much encourage Occa- 
fional Conformity, and that they are in the right, and gain their Ends by it; But although 
the Example of the Pope and the Church of Rome is what few would make choice of, to 
recommend any thing to the People of EAgland; yer I cannot obſerve any Weight in 
this Argument, unlefs it could alſo be proved, that the Pope did inttuſt Occafional 
Conformiſts with the Adminiſtration of Publick Affairs, which he never did: And the 
fame Perſons who alledge, That the Pope doth always encourage the Occafional Confor- 
mity of Proteſtants, do on the other hand obſerve, That he always diſcouraged the like 
Conformity in Papiſts, and that he was in the Right as 10 bis own Intereſt ; for be ſaw 
what in time Occaſional Conformity would grow to, and therefore be did put a ſtop to it, 
in the Beginning of Queen Mizabeth's Reign, and by a Bull condemned it; if therefore 
we might draw any Argument or Concluſion from theProceedings of the Pope, we might 
rather conclude, That as the roy was ſo wiſe as to entruſt none in his Government, but 
who were true Members of his Church, ſo we oaght to be ſo wiſe as 10 entruſt none in this 


Government but who are true Members of ours, and as Occafional Conformity of Papifts was 
formerly a Means 16 ruine Popery; {o the like Praſtice of Public Officers in 1 Gs 
ment, may now be a means to ruine the | 


Church of England. 
E | It 


10 Peace at Home. 


k is obſerved to be the Apoſſles Rule, Omnia prebate, quod bonun, of tenere, which (fewe 
ſay) is impoſſible ſbould this Bill paſs ; But with great Submiſſion, that is a Miltake ; for 
any private Perſons may go to a Meeting to try whether they like that manner of Wor. 


ſhip better than the Eſtabliſhed Church or not: But certainly it is fit they ſhould be ſerrled 


in their Religion, before they are entruſted with the Publick Safety. 

It is added, That if this Bill the Commons are contending Fg had been a Lato before the 
Reformation, in time of Popery, it had prevented even the Reſormation it Jelf. which was 
otoing in great meaſure to Occafional Conformity. Now ſuppoling the Men of hole Days 
to have been as greedy of Profit and Preferment as the Men of rheſe, and mis Propofition 
to be true in the utmoſt extent, that ſuch a Bill would have prevented the Reformation, 


- becauſe it would have prevented any Innovation in the Ettabliſhed Church; yet it ſeems 


to be the beſt Reaſon that can be given for paſſing this Bill, and preſerving the Church of 
England from any ſuch Innovation. 1 | p 
ut here it may not be improper to obſerve that there are two ways of avoiding a 
thing propoſed to be done, that is, by ſhewing the Unreaſonablentſs of the Thing, or the 
1 of the Tue, and thus when all other Arguments fail, when nothing el ſe 
of Weight and Moment can he ſaid againſt the Reaſonableneſs of ſuch à Bill, you muſt 
not be offended with ſuch other Arguments as the Nature of the Caſe will bear; and 
therefore you will not admire to hear it ſaid, hat 1ho* there may be ſome things to be found 
fault with, yet a proper time ought to be taken to apply Remedies ;, and that in time of War Al. 
terat ions are not only unneceſſary, but dangerous: So that in time ot War, the end whereof is 
uncertain, we mult not, (it ſeems) make any new Laws, tho' ever ſo neceſſary for the 
Publick Safety; becauſe all new Laws do make ſome Alterations. 
But when we ſee a Nation divided into Parties and Factions, and are aſſured that a 
Kingdom divided can never ſtand, when we fee by Experience that Church-mcn and Dif: 
ſenters can never draw well together for the Publick Good; that theictore 77 7s abſolutely 
neceſſary to preſerve Uniformiy in the State, as well as in the Church, and to Eftablith the 
Adminiſtration of Publick Affairs in Men of the one or the other Perſwaſion, fince the 
Contentian ſeems to be grown to that height that in all probability it cannot laſt much 
longer without Ruine to the Nation. Is it not high time to heal theſe Diviſions © And 
which way can that be done, but by ſuch a Bill as this, which wi! remove the Temptation, 
and will place the Golden Ball + Contention out of fight, by preſerving Dominion in us 


| ** Channel, within the juſt Bounds and Limits of the National urch? 


nd finceit is allowed, that there is a neceſſuy of having an Eſtabliſhed Religion, and a Na- 
tional Church, and that no Perſons ought lo be entruſted with Employments of Fruſft, who 


 Joyn themſelves to 2 other Bodies ay igious Worſhip,beſides the Church of England. How 
r 


can a thing be necellary and unnece at the ſame time? Or when can this neceſſary 
thing be done with leſs danger, or in a better Reign to obtain a SanQtion to it? Bur 
wherein does the Danger lye? Are the Occafional Conformiſts grown ſo numerous and 
powerful? Is it not plain then (what the Commons have alledged) That the Intereſt of 
the Church and State cannot long be ſupported without ſuch a Bill? And what great Encou- 
ragement have the People of Exgland to ſpend ſo many Millions to ſecure our Keligion 
and Government from the Common Enemy abroad, if they are not able to ſecure them by 
good Laws at home? And if the Occaſional Conformiſts put in a Claim of Kight ro 
elude our Laws from ſo ſhort a Practice, what will they do if the Legillature ſutter the 

Continuance of it ? | | Rad, 2 | 
It is agreed that the Presbyterians, Anabaptiſts, Independents, and Quakers can no more 
be reconciled to one another, then they can be to the Church, or ever be contented to ſhare 
the Power amongſt them, and will every one rather conſent that the Adminiftration of 
Publick Affairs ſhould be in Members of the Church of Erg/and, then of any other Scct of 
Diſſenters beſides themſelves. Since then it is eſteemed impracticable to divide the Admi- 
niſtration amongſt them, and intolerable to have it in any one Sect of them; how can it be 
imagined but that the Body of Diſſenters will be contented with the AQ of Toleration, and 
Liberty of Conſcience, without running the hazard of Ruine and Confuſion to them- 
ſel ves and their Poſterity, by *unreaſonable Contentions for Power and Dominion, without 
any proſpect of Advantage by it? how can it be conceived that the Conſcientious Diſſenter 
will be prevailed on to engage againſt the Church by Wicked and Ambitious Men, 
who have no other Deſign but to ſet one againſt the other in order to deſtroy 
both? For upon the ſtricteſt Enquiry it will be found, That Perſecution was not 
the Cauſe that the Diſſenters were formerly Seditious and in Arms, and Of poſition againſt the 
Church end State, as is alledg'd by ſome Perſons z but on the contrary, The were a/troys 
| r 
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firſt abuſed and ini ſied 222 and Ambitious Men, to diſturb the Peace of the Govern- 
ment, before any Penal Laws were made, uf vat in Execution againſt them. - 

And what elſe can ever deprive the Conſcientious Diſſenter of the Act of Toleration he 
now enjoys ; but his being miſled by ſuch Evil Councellors rocontend for Power to-ſerve the 
private Ends of Irreligious and Self deſigning Men, and at laſt ro deſtroy thoſe that gave 
him that Indulgence. | 
Are the Diſſenters ſecure that there are no lurking Deiſts, no Socinian Politicians behind 
the Curtain, who are ſtriving for Power and Dominion, under the ſpecions Pretences of Li. 
berty of Conſcience ? Are they ſure that ſome ſuch Men are not making uſe of the Diſ. 
ſenrers as Tools and Scaffolds, to raiſe themſelves, deſtroy our Conſtitution, and Ex- 
tirpate the true Chriſtian Religion out of the Kingdom? Is there no Reaſon to 
ſuſpe& that theſe are the Men who have made uſe of ſo many Arts and Stratagems 
to undermine our Conſtitution both in Church and State? To ſet not only the Church- 
men and Diſſenters together by the ears, but alſo to divide the Church itſelf? Is it not 
from theſe ſort of Men we have learnt the Diſtinction between High-Church and Low- 
Church, the High Flyers and the Moderate Churchmen? &c. And ſince they know that the 
Church, in all probability, cannot be Deſtroyed bur by it ſelf, do they not find it neceſſary 
to keep the Diſſenters united, and the Church in a divifion, and to make the number of the 
Low Churchmen the greater, have not they Liſted the Occaſional Conformifts amongſt them 
And may not therefore the great Conteſt in this Nation, under the old Names of Whig and 
Tory, of Williamite and Facobite, of Churchmen and Diſſenters, &c. be reduced ar laſt to 
this fingle Contention, Whether ſuch Men as theſe, of what denomination ſoever, (that are 
moſt for Liberty of Conſcience in the _ ſence, without troubling their Thoughts abour 
the Myſteries of Revealed Religion) or the Queen and ber Proteſtant Succeſſers, (with the 
aſfitance of true Chriſtians of the National Church) ſhall Govern this Nation? | 

If this be not the Diſpute, ler any Man demonſtrate what it is; or for what end, and 
by what Perſons any Diſſenters are ſo much incited to oppoſe this Bill, or to imagine that rhe 
| ſame is defigned to bring any real hard{hip upon them. 

It Men are not now contending for Power and Dominion, let them ſhew what it is they 
are contending for: Liberty of Conſcience is enjoyed by virtue of the Ad of Toleration; 
which by this Bill would have been enforc'd with a Solemn Declaration, that it ought in- 
violably to be obſerved , what then would they have? If any Diſſenters pretend to be un- 
der fears without a Cauſe, why ſhould they admire that the Members of the Church do 
labour under very great fears, when they have ſo many and ſo great Cauſes for it > When 
they ſee Epiſcopacy Aboliſhed in a Neighbouring Kingdom, and themſelves ſurrounded in 
this with Deift, Papiſts, Socrmans, and Occaſional Conformiſts ? When they ſee ſome Men 
rake ſo much Care, and uſe ſo many * favour of the AZ of Toleration, and 
none at all in favour of thoſe Laws that were made ſor the Security of the Eftabliſhed 
Church. Is this a proper time to ſecure the one and not the other? Or what elſe is the 
meaning of theſe Proceedings ? "FN 

The Way to preſerve the Publick Peace in Church and State, is not to oblige the Diſ- 
ſenter and diſoblige.the Church, bur ro preſerve the juſt Rights and Privileges ot both, and 
to remove all fears and jealouſies on either fide , on the one, of being ever Deſtroy d, on the 
other, of being ever Proſecuted for ay 105" only; and that can never be done but by ſuch 
2 Bill as this, which will remove the Cauſes of all our Fears, and of allour Diviſions. 

Such a Bill will not only ſecure Her Majzfy from the danger of having two Con- 
tending Parties in the Nation, but her Royal Proteſtant Succeſſors alio from ſplitting on 
a Party of ſuch Principles that muſt inevitably end in the Ruin of the Monarchy. 

No Prince whoſe Right is eſtabliſhed by Law, can ever have juſt Cauſe ro fear an Op- 
poſition in this Kingdom, when the Government is firſt ſetled in Peace and Unity; but on 
the other ſide, no Prince either in Poſſeſſion or Reverſion, can ever be ſecure where a Na- 
tion is divided into Parties and Factions, it muſt therefore be very acceptable and advanta- 
geous to Het Majeſty and her Princely Proteſtant Succeſſors, that all our Differences ſhould 
be thus happily reconciled, and Peace and Lrion both in Hurch and State ſecured and eſtab- 

liſhed. There will then be no Danger in the entrance ru the Government, nor any Dif- 
_ - ticulty under the ſubſequent Adminiſtration of it; the beginning will be on a foot of Unity, 
and the continuance will be founded on the Eftabi;z/hed: Conflitztion, which will always 
be the beſt Supporter of Monarchy, and a Proteſtant Sucteſſur. FA... 

And thus upon the whole Matter, fuch a Bill as this will not only tend to ſeclie the 
Church, but to preſerve the Queen, ber Proteſtant Succeſſors, and even the Diſjemers then. 
ſetves, in Peace and Happineſs : The Queen, by Eſtabliſhing that Unity and Unifotmity in 
the Church and State, which is abſolutely neceſfaty ro preferve the Peace and Welfare of 
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2 every Government in the World : The Princely Proteſtant Succeſſors, by putting them ar 
firſt on ſuch a Foundation on which alone the Exgliſb Monarchy is. built, and can be ſup- 


_ : And the Diſſenters themſelves, by removing the occaſion of thoſe Fears and Jea- 
0 


uſies, which have ever been the Cauſe of their Proſecution. 
And as on one fide, ſuch a Bill will be prejudicial to none but thoſe who mean private 


Intereft under publick Pretences, ſo on the other it ſeems to be abſolutely neceſſary 
to quiet the Minds of Her Majeſties Subjects, who being thereby ſarished, that neither the 
Church ſhall be undermined by Deca ae Conformiſts, nor the N ſenters he tormentęd 
with Pena Laws or Proſecutiont, will be all inclined to live together in Peace and Unity, 
each enjoy ing their reſpective Priviledges, and all uniting againſt the Common Enemy of the 
QUEEN and KINGDOM. 


POSTSCRIPT 


Hs thus, with great Deference and Submiſſion, endeavour'd to Vindicate the Pro- 
ngs of the Honourable Houſe of Commons, on the laſt Bill for Preventing Occa- 
fronal Conformity, I humbly crave leave to add, Thar I de not from thence conclude that 
ſo Wiſe and ſo Great an Aſſembly are not able ro amend their own Bill, as they have 
done ſeveral Laws made by their Wiſe Predeceſſors: I doubt not but all Objections to 
the ſame will be duly weighed and confider'd, and care taken to make proper Amend- 
ments and to Paſs ſuch a Bill for this purpoſe, as will neither be a Snare to the Ourchman, 
nor a Prejudice to the Dinter; ſuch a Bill as will not Deſtroy, but Preſerve our Religion, 
Laws, and Liberties, and evermore eſtabliſh Peace and Unity amongſt us, and ſettle our 


_ Conſtirurion upon a ſure and laſting Foundation. 8 
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